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CC Docket No. 96-45 

 
 

COMMENTS OF MICHIGAN ACCESS, INC. 
 

Michigan Access, Inc. (“Michigan Access”), through its undersigned counsel, 

hereby submits these comments in the above-captioned proceeding in response to the 

Commission’s public notice requesting comment on Michigan Access’s petition for 

waiver.1 

Since the time Michigan Access filed its petition on September 30, 2009, the 

company has taken several additional steps towards serving two rural areas in 

Northeast Michigan.  All the underground cables are installed, and all necessary 

equipment is configured.  Once the power is turned on, which should occur within the 

next two weeks, Michigan Access will be operationally ready to serve customers within 

48 hours of the power being activated. 

                                                            
1 See Comment Sought on the Petition of Michigan Access, Inc. for Waiver of Commission Rules to Become an 
Incumbent Local Exchange Carrier in Michigan, to Participate in the National Exchange Carrier Association Pools, and 
to Receive Accelerated Universal Service Fund Support, CC Docket No. 96-45, Public Notice (rel. Oct. 21, 2009). 
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The residents of the Kirtland and Red Dog exchanges unequivocally support 

Michigan Access’ efforts to become the incumbent local exchange carrier (LEC) in these 

areas.  The Big Creek, Foster, and Mentor townships have each passed a resolution 

stating that “Michigan Access is the only company that has shown a willingness and 

commitment to provide telecommunications services to the residents of [Big 

Creek/Foster/Mentor] township.”2  Furthermore, eleven residents of Foster Township 

signed a petition encouraging their township officials to support Michigan Access’ 

petition. 3  These residents indicate that they “have never had telephone service at our 

residence and the cell phone service is either not available or not reliable” and further 

state that they would appreciate telephone service in their areas “as many of [them] are 

elderly and are desperately in need of 911 services.”4 

State officials have written letters in support of Michigan Access’ petition.5  In a 

letter dated November 6, 2009, Kevin Grace, the Sheriff of the Oscoda County Sheriff 

Department and Supervisor of the Oscoda County E-911 Dispatch Center, states that 

M33 Access, Michigan Access’ sister company, “has shown a commitment to Oscoda 

County to provide quality internet and telephone service to our residents in the past.”  

Sheriff Grace further states his view that the lack of telephone service in these areas “is 
                                                            
2 See Resolution 2009-17, A Resolution of the Big Creek Township Board in Support of Michigan Access’ Petition to 
Provide Telephone Service to the Residents of Big Creek Township (Oct. 20, 2009), at 1 (Big Creek Township 
Resolution), attached hereto as Exhibit A; A Resolution of the Foster Township Board in Support of Michigan Access’ 
Petition to Provide Telephone Service to the Residents of Foster Township (Oct. 13, 2009), at 1 (Foster Township 
Resolution), attached hereto as Exhibit B; A Resolution of the Mentor Township Board in Support of Michigan Access’ 
Petition to Provide Telephone Service to the Residents of Mentor Township (Oct. 19, 2009), at 1, attached hereto as 
Exhibit C (Mentor Township Resolution). 

3 See Petitions Signed by Residents of Foster Township, Ogemaw County, Michigan, attached hereto as Exhibit D. 

4 Id. 

5 See Letter from Kevin R. Grace, Sheriff, Oscoda County Sheriff’s Office, Oscoda County, Michigan (Nov. 6, 2009), 
attached hereto as Exhibit E; see also Letter from Joel Sheltrown, 103rd House District, Committee Chair, Tourism and 
Outdoor Recreation Committee, Michigan House of Representatives and Jeff Mayes, 96th House District, Committee 
Chair, Energy and Technology Committee, Michigan House of Representatives (Nov. 20, 2009), attached hereto as 
Exhibit F.  
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an extreme safety issue for [the residents of Oscoda County]…[which] could lead to a 

tragic outcome…”.6 

The evidence in this proceeding overwhelmingly demonstrates that granting 

Michigan Access’ petition serves the public interest.  Apart from being operationally 

ready to serve the residents of the Kirtland and Red Dog exchanges, the residents and 

officials within these communities fully support Michigan Access’ actions to provide 

telephone service in areas.  Michigan Access urges the FCC to reach a decision in this 

proceeding on an expedited timeframe so that the company can begin serving the 

residents of the Kirtland and Red Dog exchanges immediately. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
Audrey Glenn 
Compliance Partners, LLP 
1629 K Street, NW 
Suite 300 
Washington, DC  20006 
(202) 905-0487 Tel 
(202) 449-1388 Fax 
aglenn@CompliancePartners.net 

 
Attorney for Michigan Access, Inc. 
 

 

                                                            
6 Id. 
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